
Testimony on HB 6519, an Act Concerning the Labeling of Genetically Engineered  
Food, before the Committee on Public Health 

 
Hartford, CT 

By 
Michael Hansen, Ph.D. 

Senior Scientist 
Consumers Union 
March 15, 2013 

Dear Committee members,  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to present testimony in support of HB 6519, an Act Concerning 
the Labeling of Genetically Engineered Food.  My name is Michael Hansen and I am a senior 
scientist at Consumers Union11 (CU), the policy and advocacy arm of Consumer Reports.  I have 
worked on the issue of genetically engineered (GE) foods for more than 20 years and have been 
involved in the decisions/debate about these foods at the state, national and international levels. 
 
Genetic engineering is very different than conventional forms of breeding.  Genetic engineering 
allows exchanges of genes between life forms that could never do so naturally.  Scientists have 
used GE to put spider silk genes into goats and human genes into rice plants using.    Indeed, 
there is global agreement that because genetic engineering is different than conventional 
breeding, safety assessments should be completed for all GE foods, including crops and animals, 
prior to marketing. 
 
The human safety problems that may arise from GE include introduction of new allergens or 
increased levels of naturally occurring allergens, of plant toxins, and changes in nutrition.  There 
may also be other unintended effects.   
 
The United States, however, unlike all other developed countries, does not require safety testing 

for genetically engineered (GE) plants, although it does require testing for GE animals.  The US 
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) have not made a conclusion about the safety for 
genetically engineered (GE) plants or the safety of the technology as a whole.  Instead, in the end, 
FDA says it is up to the companies to determine safety of any GE food.   
 
Just last June, the American Medical Association’s House on Delegates voted to change its 
policy on “bioengineered” foods to one that states:  “Our AMA supports mandatory pre-
market systematic safety assessments of bioengineered foods and encourages: (a) 
development and validation of additional techniques for the detection and/or assessment of 
unintended effects; (b) continued use of methods to detect substantive changes in nutrient or 
toxicant levels in bioengineered foods as part of a substantial equivalence evaluation; (c) 
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development and use of alternative transformation technologies to avoid utilization of antibiotic 
resistance markers that code for clinically relevant antibiotics, where feasible; and (d) that 
priority should be given to basic research in food allergenicity to support the development of 
improved methods for identifying potential allergens. The FDA is urged to remain alert to new 
data on the health consequences of bioengineered foods and update its regulatory policies 
accordingly”2 bold added.   
 
There is considerable evidence of health issue with GE foods.  FDA is posed to approve a GE 
salmon, engineered to reach market weight in half the time of wild salmon. However, company 
data suggest that it may exhibit increased allergenicity.3 
 
A carefully designed meta-analysis of 19 published studies involving mammals fed GE corn or 
soy found damage in the kidney, liver and bone marrow, which could be potential indicators for 
the onset of chronic diseases.4   
 
A long-term feeding study published in October, 2012 found that GE corn caused tumors and 
premature death.5  The study, by Dr. Eric-Giles Séralini and colleagues was viciously attacked in 
the media by pro-GE and industry-affiliated scientists in what appear to have been an 
orchestrated campaign.6  However, both the French Food Safety Agency (ANSES)7 and the 
European Food Safety Authority (EFSA)8 have agreed with Dr. Séralini that such long-term 
safety assessment should be done on GE foods.   
 
Finally, at least 62 countries, which together include more than half the world’s population, 
(including all European Union, China, India, Japan, Korea, Australia, Russia, Brazil and South 
Africa), require labeling of GE foods.9  A number of polls from 1995 to 2011 have found that 
between 70% and 95% of Americans polled supported mandatory labeling.10  Such labeling is 
important because consumers have a right to choose the foods they eat and to avoid any 
unintended health effects. 
 
For all these reasons, CU support HB 6519. 
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